Message from Bertrand Russeli 


Sanity or 
suicide? 


Before long, if there is no change of policy, we shall 
look back to the happy, comfortabie days of the H- 
bombs and wonder how anybody could have feared 
such trivial weapons.There is no conclusion possible 
in this march towards insane death, except to turn 
right round and march, instead, towards sanity and 
life. Our present courses lead inevitably, sooner or 
later,to the extinction of the human species.We are 
not doomed to persist in the race towards disaster. 
Human volitions have caused it,and human volitions 
can arrest it 


With all best wishes for the success of your 
campaign 


Yours sincerely 


ages 


>» One ten megaton H-bomb is a thousand times more 


destructive than the A-bombs dropped on Japan, 
which killed 200,000 people 


>» Only 12 H-bombs are needed to destroy the 


population of the British Isles 


> Britain’s defence budget for 1958-59 amounted to 


£1,500,000,000, nearly one third of the total budget 


All disarmament talks since 1945 have failed to 
produce positive results 


We believe that the use of a weapon in defence or 
attack capable of killing 10 million people is morally 
indefensible 


We believe that the spread of nuclear weapons as a 
result of the Arms Race increases the risk of total 
war 


We believe that the first and most practical step 
towards world peace is for Britain to give up her 
H-bomb unilaterally 


Even if you do not agree, please turn over and read 
with an open mind 


Nuclear weapons have kept the peace 
since 1945.What makes you think there 
is going to be another war ? 


We won wars in the past. Should we not 
be prepared for the next one ? 


it may be true that nuclear weapons have prevented 
total war. But peace since 1945 has rested ona 
balance of fear which cannot last for ever 


Why ? 


Brinkmanship In a local dispute (eg Berlin) mistrust 
and cold war tactics could easily lead to World 

War lll. The West has stated that it will use tactical 
nuclear weapons if Russia uses conventiona! 
weapons.Clearly this would lead to total war 
involving H-bombs. The deterrent will have failed 


> Spread of nuclear weapons An increasing number 


of countries want to join the ‘nuclear club’.More 
countries with H-bombs will increase the likelihood 
of nuclear war.How can the deterrent work when a 
dozen powers have the bomb ? Who is deterring 
whom ? 


» Accidental war Early warning radar systems etc, are 


not infallible. Twice recently the US Strategic Air 
Command (which keeps one third of its bombers in 
the air constantly loaded with H-bombs) has taken 
off with instructions to attack Russia. It was recalled 
only at the last minute.In this state of ‘instant 
preparedness’, another such false alarm could lead 
to nuclear war 


Can we be sure of lasting peace while we live so 
close to the brink ? 


itis pointless to prepare for a catastrophe. The 
nature of nuclear weapons is such that neither side 
could win the next war 


It is estimated that as a result of blast, fire, fallout 
and epidemics 90 ~/. of human life would perish. The 
surface of the earth would be uninhabitable for at 
least 5 years. Surviving forms of life would suffer 
harmful genetic changes (mutations) from radio- 
activity. Such changes are irreversible and 
propagated indefinitely in succeeding generations 


It can truly be said that the next war would be the 
last:no nation could benefit from it, no ideology 
could survive it. Nations must be made to realise 
that there is now no choice between war and peace. 
The cost of war can no longer be balanced against 
any possible gains 


Will not unilateral disarmament by Certainly America is not likely to approve of our 
‘Britain antagonise America and make us action. But in a free alliance each side should be 
liable to Russian attack ? able to decide major points of policy for itse!* 


Nuclear war must be avoided at ali costs, even if 
this means incurring American displeasure. 
Britain's nuclear weapons do not deter Russian 
nuclear attack since geographically and militarily 
Britain is insignificant in a nuclear war.With or 
without ner bombs she is dependent upon the US. 
Russia knows this 


The same is true of a Russian conventiona! attack. 
lf it is true that Communism aims at world 
domination, then this can be achieved by economic 
warfare and psychological subversion. These are 
the dangers of today,not military aggression. in any 
case ,if Russia attempted to occupy Britain 
indefinitely ,she would run the risk of losing control 
of her satellite states 


Russian invasion is not impossible. But it is unlikely. 
Unless we act soon, total war is likely 


But why are you not campaigning for Multilateral disarmamentis our ultimate aim. But all 
multilateral disarmament ? Surely that talks since 1945 have failed.An agreementisa 
is the only way to end the Arms Race ? distant dream today. Britain’s unilateral disarmament _ 


would-bring it considerably nearer.We areina 
position where the H-bomb adds nothing to our 
defence,makes us a primary target for nuclear 
attack and encourages countries without the bomb 
to seek it for prestige purposes. Unilatera! 
disarmament could initiate a real non-nuclear club 
and give both Russia and America a salutary shock 


Thus we alone could renounce the H-bomb without 
any material loss and with immense political. 
financial and moral benefit, both to ourselves and to 
the rest of the world 


Piease turn over 


